Verification of results from the use of computers for treatment planning in radiation therapy is clearly an important concept, since a mis-applied treatment can be injurious to the patient. However, to date, there are no accep- 
From the outset, it must be accepted that the validation of treatment planning systems is an ongoing process since itihe development and expansion of uses is continuous for such systems.
Suggested Criteria Procedures and criteria for verifying computer generated treatment plans have not as yet been well established, though some attempts have been m a c~e~'~' . TO date, the best efforts at have produced a volume of measured data for various clinical situations to which one can compare computed results. In addition to these tests, and probably prior to using them, one should perform tests on the hardware of the system as well.
The overall principles to be kept in mind while formulating verification procedures are:
1. comparison of empirical data is the ultimate test, tests should pertain to clinically relevant situations,
2.
3 . the data base, the algorithms and the hard- Also, the more physical the algorithm is in its formulation, the easier it will be to recognize its limitations. Next, the criterion for any stored data base or algorithm constants is that 
